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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may t>e available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to communication, filed 07/09/04. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending in this application. This action is made final. 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4-6, 8-12, 14, 15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rangan et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,154,771) in view of Chen et al. (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,175,840). 

As to claims 1,11, and 12, Rangan shows a method for indicating the location or time 
dependent video hypervideo hyperlinks to a user, comprising the steps of 

displaying a video presentation on at least a portion of a display device screen, 
said video presentation including a hypervideo hyperlink; and 

providing the user, at times of viewing, with at least one user selectable display 
attribute for said hypervideo hyperlink (e.g., col, 8 lines 59-67, col. 9 lines 1-11 and figs. 
2, 4) but Rangan does not clearly shows said hypervideo hyperlink emphasis region. 
Chen clearly teaches the hypervideo hyperlink emphasis region (a hot link region, e.g., 
, col. 2 lines 38-60 and figs. 1-2). It would have been obvious, at the fime of the invention, 
a person with ordinary skill in the art would add this hot link region into Rangan' s 
hypervideo hyperlinks for a user to be able to aher and manipulate a visual attribute of a 
portion of the hot link region (col. 2 lines 46-49). 
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As to claim 3, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising the step of 
displaying to the user, at the time of viewing, an options menu listing said at least one user 
selectable display attributes, wherein said displaying of said options menu is selectively 
controlled by the user (e.g., col. 15 lines 41-60 and figs. 2, 4). 

As to claims 4 and 14, Rangan teaches the method wherein the user selectively controls 
the displaying of said options menu by positioning a user-controlled cursor in a specified 
emphasis region of said display device screen (e.g., col. 26 lines 7-28 and figs. 2, 4). 

As to claim 5, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising the steps of: 
opening a hypervideo data file (e.g., col. 8 lines 66-67 and col. 9 lines 1-7); 
decoding a video file associated with said hypervideo data file; and 
encoding (encode, e.g., col. 20 lines 56-64) the decoded video file with a 
hypervideo hyperlink emphasis region in at least one key frame (see claim 1 above for 
hypervideo hyperlink emphasis region). 

As to claim 6, this is a system claim of method claims 1 and 5. Note the rejections of 
claims 1 and 5 above. 

As to claims 8-10; these are system claims of method claims 3-5. Note the rejections of 
claims 3-5 above respectively. 

As to claims 15 and 17, they are computer program product claims of method claims 1 
and 2. Note the rejections of claims 1 and 2 above respectively. 



Application/Control Number: 09/654,205 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2179 

5. Claims 2, 7, 13, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rangan et al, (U.S. Patent No. 6,154,771) in view of Chen et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,175,840) as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Trueblood et al. (U.S. Patent No. 4,808,984). 

As to claims 2 and 13, Rangan in view of Chen teaches the method wherein at least one 
of said user selectable display attribute comprises a least one of surrounding said hypervideo 
hyperlink emphasis region with a visible border, brightening the hypervideo hyperlink emphasis 
region in relation to other portions of said hypervideo (see claim 1 above), but they do not teach 
displaying said hypervideo hyperlink emphasis region in gray scale only format, and displaying 
said hypervideo-hyperlink emphasis region in reverse-color mode format, Trueblood clearly 
teaches gray scale format and reverse-color mode format (e.g., col. 6 lines 16-22 and col. 7 lines 
53-58). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to add these features taught by Trueblood into Rangan's system for accurate color mixing (col. 6 
lines 16-17). 

As to claim 7, this is a system claim of method claim 2. Note the rejection of claim 2 

above. 

As to claim 16, this is a computer program product claim of method claim 2 above. Note 
the rejection of claim 2 above. 

Response to Arguments 

6, Applicant's arguments filed in the communication have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicants have argued and Examiner does not agree with the following reasons: 
a. Rangan does not teach a user selectable attribute for the hypervideo hyperlink. 
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During patent examination, the pending claims must be "given >their< broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification." > In re Hyatt, 211 F.3d 1367, 
1372, 54 USPQ2d 1664, 1667 (Fed. Cir. 2000). Although the claims are interpreted in 
light of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. 
See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution, and 
broad interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, 
will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 415 F.2d 1393, 1404-05, 
162 USPQ 541, 550-51 (CCPA 1969). 

In this case, Rangan shows the teaching of scripts in a web designer to handle the 
events; therefore, the web designer inherently uses other editing features of the web 
against thumbnails/images when playing/editing the hypervideo hyperlinks (e.g., col. 26 
lines 40-46). The user can change the ways of the hypervideo hyperlink displayed as he 
or she desires (e.g., col. 15 lines 1-7), the user can also set his or her hypervideo viewer 
to accentuate, or to suppress, hyperlinks in a manner that is remotely analogous to the 
way that cookies may be accepted or declined by a browser program during Internet 
browsing, or a coloration, or some other visually perceptible "clue" will overlay or alter a 
scene object whereat exists a hyperlink (e.g., col. 15 lines 13-32), or the user can set the 
displayed time, delay or postpone of the event (e.g., col. 16 lines 15-17 and col. 16 lines 
53-55); therefore, Rangan clearly teaches that the hypervideo hyperlink can be set by 
selecting of different attributes to change the display/event, and Rangan' s invention 
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clearly reads on the claim language of the applicant has been claimed and defined in the 
specification, 

b. Rangan does not teach an options menu listing the selectable display attributes. 

Rangan teaches the web designer may select the particular "VCR" control and 
playback "buttons", choose the size (size is considered as an attribute on a menu list with 
others selectable attributes) of video window playback, and/or associate particular 
channels with the video playback (e.g., col. 22 lines 45-49); therefore, Rangan clearly 
teaches the options menu for the user to select and change the display. 

All other arguments are depended on the main points, which have already been 
clearly addressed above. 

Conclusion 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi*om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 



Application/Control Number: 09/654,205 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2179 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to True T Chuong whose telephone number is 571-272-4134. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-Th and alternate Fridays 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Heather R. Hemdon can be reached on 571-272-4136. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



True T. Chuong 
02/01/05 



